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MAUD CLAER WAHL 


Aprit 24, 1958.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House and ordered 
to be printed 


Mr. Watrter, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accompany 8. 1062] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1062) for the relief of Maud Claer Wahl, having considered the 
same, report favorably thereon without amendment and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of the bill is to grant the status of permanent residence 
in the United States to Maud Claer Wahl. The bill provides for an 
appropriate quota deduction and for the payment of the required 
visa fee. 

GENERAL INFORMATION 


The beneficiary of the bill is a 32-year-old native and citizen of 
Estonia who entered the United States at New York, N. Y., on June 4, 
1951, as a visitor. She presently resides in Los Angeles, Calif., where 
she is employed as an officeworker in the Good Samaritan Hospital. 
Her mother, 2 sisters, and 2 brothers are all legal residents of the 
United States. One of the brothers is now serving in the United 
States Army. The beneficiary has one child 5 years of age who was 
born out of wedlock and is a United States citizen. 

A letter, with attached memorandum, dated July 25, 1957, to the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on the Judiciary from the Commis- 
sioner of Immigration and Naturalization, with reference to the bill, 
reads as follows: 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 25, 1957. 
Hon. James O. Eastianp, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator: In response to your request for a report relative to 
the bill (S. 1062) for the relief of Maud Claer Wahl, there is attached 
a memorandum of information concerning the beneficiary. This 
memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration and Natural- 
ization Service files relating to the beneficiary by the Los Angeles, 
Calif., office of this Service, which has custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fee. It would also 
direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for Estonia. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE MAUD CLAER WAHL, 
BENEFICIARY OF 8. 1062 


Maud Claer Wahl, a native of Estonia and a citizen of 
Germany, was born on October 14, 1925. She is single and 
has one child, Tamara Anne Antoinette Wahl, born out of 
wedlock in New York, N. Y., on June 9, 1952. Dr. Jerome 
W. Herrick, 536 Valley Road, Watchung, N. J., consented 
to an order of paternity regarding this child, which was 
entered on March 13, 1956, by the magistrate’s court in 
Watchung, N. J. A criminal action charging him with 
seduction was dismissed and he was ordered to pay $75 a 
month for the support of the child. The beneficiary is em- 

loyed as an officeworker by the Good Samaritan Hospital, 
sos Angeles, Calif., and receives wages of $220 a month. 
She received a high-school education in Estonia and attended 
college for 2 years in Poland. She has no assets and lives 
with her daughter, her mother, and two sisters at 3975 
Ingraham Street, Los Angeles, Calif. In addition to her 
mother and sisters, she has two brothers who are also per- 
manent residents of the United States. Her father lives in 
Germany. 

The beneficiary entered the United States at New York, 
N. Y., on June 4, 1951, at which time she was admitted as 
a visitor for pleasure for 6 months under bond in the amount 
of $500, furnished by Dr. Herrick, to insure that she com- 
plied with the conditions of her admission as a visitor. Ex- 
tensions were granted of her visitor’s status until June 3, 
1952, to allow her further opportunity to visit with relatives 
in this country. A further extension of her visitor’s status 
was granted until December 3, 1952, as she was afflicted with 
tuberculosis which, according to medical certificates fur- 
nished, had its onset about July of 1951. She was denied 
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further extension as a visitor and allowed until May 30, 
1953, in which to depart from the United States. 

In consideration of the above, it may be significant to note 
that the Form 257A—Foreign Service, furnished by the 
American consul for the beneficiary’s presentation on arrival 
in the United States, shows her destined to “Uncle: Dr. 
Jerome Herrick, Valley Road, Watchung, Plainfield, N. J.” 
The file also reflects that the beneficiary submitted applica- 
tions for extension of her visitor’s status on February 4, 
1952, and on May 27, 1952, and that Dr. Herrick wrote to 
this Service in connection with such applications on June 
10, June 16, July 2, and November 21, 1952, and although 
considerable mention was made of her physical condition, 
no mention was made in any of these communications con- 
cerning her pregnancy or the birth of her child. The bene- 
ficiary apparently has completely recovered from tubercu- 
losis as she stated that she was examined prior to coming to 
Los Angeles, Calif., in September 1953, at which time she 
was found to be in good condition. She also stated that she 
has not been under a doctor’s care since that time. 

Miss Wahl’s application for adjustment of status to that 
of a permanent resident under section 6 of the Refugee 
Relief Act of 1953 was denied on October 16, 1954, on the 
grounds that she was not a bona fide nonimmigrant at the 
time of entry and that she was able to return to Germany 
without fear of persecution. Deportation proceedings were 
instituted on March 29, 1955, on the ground that she had 
failed to comply with the conditions of her admission as a 
visitor. On April 22, 1955, she was found to be deportable 
on that charge and granted voluntary departure with the 
alternative of deportation if she failed to depart. Private 
bills H. R. 5024, 83d Congress, and H. R. 4501, 84th Con- 
gress, introduced in behalf of the beneficiary, were not en- 
acted. 


Senator William F. Knowland, the author of the bill, has submitted 
the following information in connection with the case: 


RE HISTORY OF MISS MAUD CLAER WAHL FROM JUNE 4, 1951, 
TO THE PRESENT 


Miss Maud C. Wahl came to the United States on June 4, 
1951, to visit Dr. Jerome Herrick, of Watchung, N. J. The 
lawyer of Dr. Herrick accompanied her from Germany, 
where he was sent by Dr. Herrick to dispose of all her legal 
difficulties involved in obtaining a visitor’s visa. 

She was supposed to come back to Germany after 6 months 
and reenter the United States with the rest of her family as 
a legally admitted immigrant. 

Dr. Herrick, her fiance, refused to let her go back because 
they wanted to get married. (Evidence: A letter from Dr. 
Herrick to Miss Wahl’s mother, which is presently in the 
files of Adrian M. Unger, attorney at law, Newark, N. J.) 

The rest of the family was legally admitted to the United 
States on March 31, 1952. Regardless of what Dr. Herrick 
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had said in his letter, the family saw to it that her quota 
number was held open until the very day of their departure. 

On their arrival in New Jersey the family learned that 
Miss Wahl was expecting a baby from Dr. Herrick; and, 
after inquiries had been made, it was learned that he was 
not even divorced from his wife. 

The family left New Jersey almost immediately and took 
an apartment in New York. 

Reverend Kiviranna of 35-62, 222 Street, Bayside, N. Y., 
tried to reason with Dr. Herrick for several weeks, and 
only when he as a clergyman suggested to Miss Wahl to see 
a lawyer did she agree to it. 

Public Prosecutor Whorton of the Watchung municipal 
court ae that Miss Wahl sign a criminal complaint 
against Dr. Herrick. He assured Miss Wahl that all the 
expenses for bringing over her witnesses from Germany 
would be paid for by the State. 

The Honorable Leon Gerofsky, who succeeded Mr. 
Whorton, was not authorized to spend the State’s money 
to any large degree in Maud C, Wahl’s case. 

All the neighbors, including the mayor of Miss Wahl’s 
last place of residence in Germany, sent affidavits testifying 
that her moral conduct had always been excellent. 

Since the affidavits were not permitted in court and since 
Miss Wahl could not afford to bring witnesses from Germany 
at her own expense, she had practically no one but members 
of her family to testify for her. 

Dr. Herrick on the other side, had brought a witness from 
Germany who testified in contradiction to all the other affi- 
davits that Miss Wahl’s conduct had not been a good one 
and that he was her former lover. After reading all the 
affidavits, it is absolutely certain that Mr. Neuhaus did not 
tell the truth. 

Because of this situation and since Miss Wahl could not 
afford to bring witnesses from Germany, Prosecutor Gerof- 
sky and Miss Wahl’s lawyer, Mr. Adrian M. Unger, advised 
her to drop the charges. They admitted that justice could 
not. be done due to the special geographical circumstances. 

Before the charges were dropped, the brother of Miss 
Wahl talked to Representative Gordon L. McDonough on the 
telephone and asked him how much a withdrawal of the 
charges would affect her case in Washington. (Congressman 
McDonough had previously introduced a bill in Miss Wahl’s 
behalf.) After he was given all the details, he advised that 
it would be better for Maud C. Wahl to drop the charges 
rather than lose the case. 

Miss Wahl’s brother informed the German police about 
Mr. Neuhaus and officially charged him with perjury. The 
attorney general of Bremen, Germany, sent a full report 
about Mr. Neuhaus showing that this man had a criminal 
record and that he was wanted by the German police for the 
various crimes he had committed in several German cities. 
He did not know how he could leave Germany and come to 
the United States with a criminal record when he was still 
wanted by the police, 
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This additional evidence is important, since it clearl 
shows that Mr. Neuhaus did not come to the court to tell 
the truth, but that it only gave him a chance to leave Ger- 
many and in this way escape imprisonment. Dr. Herrick 
paid for all his expenses. 

When Miss Wahl came to the United States, it was not 
her intention to stay here on a visitor’s visa. She was pre- 
pared to enter this country through the legal immigration 
channels with the rest of her family. Because she trusted 
the man she loved, an American citizen, she alone must not 
be forced to bear the consequences. 

The House Judiciary Committee did not have the addi- 
tional information which was given to Miss Wahl by the 
attorney general of Bremen, Germany, when they decided 
upon this case. 

The whole family has left Europe to start a new life in the 
United States far away from the shadow of communism. 
For almost 5 years they have been fighting for her with a 
confidence that can be found only in a just case. 

To deport her from the United States at the same time 
her brother has been inducted into the United States Army 
would leave her without funds to pay for her passage back, 
not to speak of a possible return. 

Such a decision would not only be a tremendous shock to 
the whole family, but also to the numerous people who 
sympathize with this case. 

From: Harro W. D. Wahl, 3975 Ingraham Street, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 


The committee, after consideration of all the facts in the case, is 
of the opinion that the bill (S. 1062) should be enacted. 


0 





